Kt. 8 r Frederick, Md # 1701 
5/31/75 


*£•. Ben Bradlee, editor 
Washington Post 
1150 15 3t., m 
Wach. , P.C. 20005 

Dear %, Bund loo, 

+ i- LI l * * * * * * * * 10 ?* i? U wUi tak ® th * tiiw to w,a!i the enclosed oopy of my todays letter 
to i-avid %rtia* c^^claliy tho reiorsia^OG to Post# 

vh-i^rof 1 3t0 pV wf0Ki break *« 8t * **«» then I've wad another Post story, to 
™ f/i/t * ™\?! «*«*« ^ as illustrative of the real problems tte'jUsa, 
c with deadlines of which .>f fields are aware, ban to contend with. 

J h f 3day ' S PoBt J^toa another illustration of how the press can be used for 

lo tSS KfJfJ iXroao J a ; 10Ccnt 804 *&**«« scrupulously accurate. X 

do think that if the lost were not hungup on mo it might have occurred to ooaeon® 

® ‘kf* *° a3i£ ®* ^ u * 8tioas 1 als0 think are obvious about that 
story p OlficlaXa Complain of Infomition A/ct ^6ioands*2 

*??* 3UitS m * 'S* or anoth9r * with on » tasted part of the legdototivo 
of to,; amending and specifically cited in ’the debated winning countless 

° U t 8ldo ° f C °, urt; arul teing the writer ^ no* the person who has used this 
laM mov: ' tnaa aoy oilw-r oujdit to qualify me as an expert* 

Vihen I realised that in all innocence the Post was being uned - you can't be 
expert on j y &Si&M - because- 1 start fcto day early 1 dashed off a t,200-1»5OT 
draft ol an opinion article, going into the other side/ before breakfast. I laid it 

ffSSnS y ?f’ * owdflg ** starta ^^r than taking the time and cost of retting 
it r^yped. (l am as for more than 11 years I have been without income of cubaidy.) 
Aten * Gsyolto. 1 could not get through. The second women to whom 1 spoke 

was a real stonewall. 1 explained to her that X did not want to take the time to 
retype this ptoce if there was not the possibility that -cyclic would consider it. 

L told hor it was not a letter to tb* editor, that 1 knew it to be impoaaible to 
oonaiuer everything, tnat no editor could commit himself to ary article without 
reading it, and that all I wanteu to know is whether he would consider the piece 
without any oesnaitaont to use it. why stould i waste the time if m is his ri dit 
noyelin feels ho wants no editorial article on FGIA? And you are not unaware of 
other thoughts 1 eouto have had. But ail 1 could get was a broken record, "Mr. 
beyolmn consider M» n -aybody who toa spent a day in any mmspap# knows 

batter. It simply to impoasible. 

l ? r».poi ter , no m»ttor how goad - and I toilers dartia and w «orgc Barelnsr are 

good, much bitter than average good reportora - can know or remember everything. So 

JJj® *? <T *®* celticism of thorn or of their editors to note & fgw questions 
s^rf-aa raise. '4th ‘fertto’a central is when JITC first learned of 
2^ " ui>a r 1 bui 1 da &*>« tto official stoile ci ox the past* 

ataro i rtf- ii '2 dy aU &¥!?/J ldm Witfa the noVB *** ® wlth{5 ait ' tar the date in Partin' s 

til t/ 10/13/62 ,T Th ™ *■* a *** question with kirdnor'u oloeo,-*... 

toer^>S° 1X1 thG 1VJ59 ^ 3 toilod.'* bin ones to 1365 have 

io ;~ cy ’ at le “? t changed to --otobox 1962. J ohnson too been 

quoted aa lamenting a Murder, Inc., vks operated to tha Caribbean. 

_ n H ^ dn0r ' a i tt i<le»itificd sources told Mb that hjcwr’a roaoon for writing Bobby 

ffationa fen f? u tha * an ^ diWIafia doals could comproca**© govei«mf>ftt invooti- 

^ationy- and prosccationa oc^ crime cases.” 


2 


X have an extensive collection of Hoover’s letters. In a majority of them self- 
ewrvim; is obvious* *k> was a aastor at this, at filing and at semantics* Tho nature 
of the Hoov3a^onuc<4 r i^latioxiehix) its not secret ♦ ^ft-rc}K*rt^d accounts have it that 
our; of hobby 1 g real problems with hoover was getting liim to make- any real effort 
against organ! zod erdUo* 

In filing the thousands of pagoa of Fl£ material X have obtained?* there are more 
5 han 2,000 pages I have not yot had time to road ~ 1 have never had the need to 
establish a filo on what the FBI fcndw $\imt plots against v astro* 

Tho graf from which I’ve quoted begins # w ikw>V©r was apparently unaware of ffly y 
(emph* added) plot to asoaasin&ie ^astro* "sources sMdot/' 

i 

If I can t recall any pi*oo£ 1 have to the contrary I suspect that sojaewhere 1 
do have it, " 

Amcuig those ‘’Indigenous (Cuban) orgsni nations trying to do him L^asiroJ in 11 
the soureo referred to hoover h&d ilia ovsn inform fcs* there was also his responsi- 
bilities under the Neutrality Act# 1 know of FBI raids where tner was reason to 
believe aaa&s&lnatioa of ^ astro could Iiav* been un obj stive of tho m rai.dol* I 
have published a little on t.nio* Cams to thank of it, there was ademvor, not just 
FBI, awareness ox' an assasednation plot* I report it in ‘didtovmsh (X ) , x»p*t52ff* 

From too existing records hoover delayed investigating this until bite Warren W?8>- 
laision directed Mm to nine isoJUtdio or so later* It is a non-laws &£> , tlon but 
eonfimatory. I’liia is in ths second book and if you wajit them you c m have thc.ee 

report*** 1 have them* I also have not less then five- taped intsrteewn with two of 

those iiouvor said were involved# if you want them* Dubious types* but one told iao 
he i*&d been offered «5Q#OOG to kill JFK* ;urJ. this is op\ in the FBI reports, 

(Later two others told m of plots acniuot JPuvallcr in wldch the FBI had no interest* 

I off either., the tape of the iatcr/iew through Internal Security bivicioxi* ) 

I repeat this is not criticism of the lost, bardnor or bin desk, I do not 

equate it with ite* judgement reflected in the Post refusal to print a word about 

that 1/22/64 ti nn&erlpt X Utah yeu would rood peracraliy. Or with the at ti tide X 
oncountm^a fhureday with fcoyalin 1 u office* 

% concerns are about the selective abaadoniaaat of traditional standards 
of news writing and judgements, about the facility with which officials can ifanl- 
pula-to what appears and does not appear# and what tie cun afcs&a to fcu*r country* 
particularly in what I rc^rd as a crucial and d&ngorous period* 

Oummily there aocma to be no end to them ana X can’t remember a time* even 
during the Barron Cc^.d^don period# when they were as fmnmxx t I 

was told yesterday that the Boston ^lobe had a story dating the - a otiva tion 

analyse*- for which I’m suing and have .In part confirms the official solution to t he 
JFIC isatoxdal# When I offered what X had already obtained to Wi and the Post without 
interest* 1 loft an tutttn&waxred message at ths &Xobo f g Washington office* i’heyx also 
wrote this story wife' out speaking to me* I think I also qualify m aa ooviouu expert 
on this living tlv? atudy that undcrlioo the oaoe I took a*: the Supr^sm© fourt 
aM being the curz'enfc lifeig&at* Without casting aapersiem^ at the Olo^e* where I know 
nobody, X offer th* oyum.cui boat thio e^anplifies bad Journalism tuid represents a 
;n?obiibly uolicitafcioa to being usod* '£ha elmpXoot proof ia tea:, the reciuired BAk 
tests oimpl;/ wox'c ibiSSX I tell you thin beoeri on tColley 1 3 latter in t5jis auit 

of 5/10/75 and the papers X hav»5 been given under it* l'o date, that is, because ^ 

I’ve pi non in ecurt thr . I they mioro falsely in sayina they. have me- all# as 

^olley also aays in this letter* U’vs already offered aiitvoxfor the Po»t copdos* 

If you want to send tide* to the ^lobo, wiiora X lur/o no contacts 

or Qvm liamos, pl^sc do*) 

If I were not sincerely wonuod about th- potential of all of tld^ I’d aot bo 
taldiig thi3 tixio# 1 hops you will find enough ttae to tldjxk about it* 

Sincerely, 


’tJ/xv*/**! 'kls'/tf 1 r»or 


